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Dr. Kellogg's son has written about his father (Kellogg, 2003) . I also have a relationship to Dr. Kellogg. I am a grandson of sorts. My lineage is through being a student of Marlin Cline, who was a student of Dr. Kellogg at North Dakota State. As a 19-year-old Cornell University student seated in a class on agronomic management of soils taught by Marlin Cline because of the chance absence of the regular teacher, Keith Kennedy, I was hooked by Marlin Cline's description of a recent visit to Africa, probably arranged by Dr. Kellogg.
My observations pertain mostly to the decade 1960 through 1970, when I was in my 30s. This decade to me is key to the evolution of the modern soil survey. By 1960 the combining of soil surveys by the Soil Conservation Service (SCS) and the Bureau of Soils was eight years previous. The cornerstone of the soil-geomorphology studies had been laid with the initiation of the Greenfield Quadrangle, Iowa in the early 1950s and the Iowa Erosion surface under Dr. Ruhe. Further. By 1960 we had widespread distribution of the 7th Approximation, precursor of Soil Taxonomy. Perhaps less appreciated is the publication of the Louden County and the Fairfax County, VIrginia soil surveys (Porter et aI., 1960 (Porter et aI., , 1963 with their pioneering nonagricultural interpretations. Thus, we had a strong foundation to build from in 1960. During 1960s the soil survey became a highly complex, multifaceted organization with may similarities to what it is today. The format and content of the published soil surveys were largely fixed for the next 30 years. What has developed after 1970 is something different-lHIluch deeper talent with greater independence in technical matters but perhaps with less organizational coherence.
In my opinion there are four factors besides Dr. Kellogg that led to the vigor of the 1960s soil survey:
1. The opportunity with the combination of the two soil surveys in 1952 to have resources to combine the SCS utilitarian thrust with the naturalism of the Bureau of Soils approach. 2. The generally strong economy and attendant need for nonagricultural interpretations to meet the movement to the suburbs of more affluent people.
